In the end, the strategy proved effective. Exit polls showed that 22 percent of voters named "moral values" as the most important issue to them-ranking it higher than the economy and the Iraq war.
2 Of that group, 80 percent voted for President Bush. 3 Throughout history, elites have used religion and moral values to oppress and subordinate. Today, the efforts are less obvious, but the effects are no different. This paper will explore the willingness of people to sacrifice their own economic self-interests for the vague promise of "traditional" or "cultural" values. Specifically, it will investigate the theory of "false consciousness" as it applies to working class individuals' identification with elites through the vehicle of traditional and moral values.
My thesis is that through the institution of religion and the promotion of "traditional" values, elites have divided the working class and distracted minorities and poor whites from the evils of poverty and injustice. If this thesis is correct, only through the common struggle of a unified multiracial working class will the masses be able to achieve true social justice.
Part I of this paper will examine the role that religion and traditional values played in the 2004 Presidential election. Part II will review the history and evolution of the Republican "Southern Strategy." In Part III, I will discuss the interaction between values, ideology, and economic self-interest. Part IV will conclude with a detailed analysis of the interplay between religion, race, and class struggle.
I. THE ROLE OF RELIGION AND MORAL VALUES IN THE 2004 PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION
In recent years, the institution of religion has become a stronghold and a solid base for the Republican Party. This was no more apparent than in the 2004 election. Bush's victories in the battleground states of Florida, Iowa, Ohio, and elsewhere were directly dependent on the influence of the church. As one commentator put it: "None of this occurred suddenly or by happenstance . . . . For years, [Bush] has schooled himself in the machinations of the religious right, and Karl Rove has used the command center of the White House as more than its Office of Propaganda." The mobilization of the church was fierce and remarkably organized. Karl Rove held a weekly conference call with selected religious leaders. 5 Evangelical church leaders turned their membership directories over to the Bush campaign for voter registration drives. 6 The Republican National Committee hired activist David Barton to speak to pastors throughout the country. 7 Barton encouraged pastors to endorse political candidates from the pulpit. 8 One preacher sent 136,000 pamphlets advising church leaders on issues such as gay marriage, stem cell research, and abortion, this in addition to a group associated with the Reverend Pat Robertson counseling 45,000 churches on how to campaign for Bush.
9
The Republicans recognized potential in these "values"-based issues and acted accordingly.
(a) Maintaining the Stronghold: Bush and Evangelicals
In the last two presidential elections an overwhelming majority of evangelical Christians voted Republican.
10 It is obvious how Bush continues to maintain a stranglehold on the evangelical Christian vote. When it comes to the social agenda of the religious right, Bush "puts his money where his mouth is." However, early in the campaign, Republicans recognized the potential in Catholic voters and pushed hard for this group of voters through an emphasis on "moral values."
The Republican National Committee made Catholic outreach a major priority, recruiting more than 50,000 Catholic team leaders to mobilize voters at the local level. 16 Bush made a point of visiting the Pope in June of 2004 and prominently displayed a picture of the two on his campaign website with the headline "Catholics for Bush."
17 Pro-life groups attacked Kerry in the media, running television ads which highlighted Kerry's support for abortion and countering efforts by liberal Catholic groups and the Kerry campaign were puny by comparison.
18
Rejecting and ignoring their immigrant and labor roots, many Catholics succumbed to the ploys of the Right and chose to focus solely on the "moral" issues of abortion and gay marriage. 
(c) The Issue of Gay Marriage and the Black Church
With the issue of gay marriage, Republicans saw an opportunity to infiltrate a segment of the population that had historically been resistant to their advances. Conservatives targeted the church-going segment of the African-American population as a potential source of swing votes. Using the issue of gay marriage as a rallying point, Republicans manipulated their way into the hearts and minds of many religious black voters.
Recent history is replete with attempts by right-wing organizations to engage African Americans. 35 Kevin Boykin, board president of the National Black Justice Coalition, recognized the comparison for the diversionary tactic it was and stated, It doesn't really make any difference of whether they're the same. This whole comparison debate gets us off track. It creates this hierarchy of oppression when we start deciding this group's suffering was worse than that group's. At the end of the day, we should not use that as a test of whether people are entitled to equal rights under the law. 44 However, with the gay marriage issue, the Republicans successfully played on the fears and sensitivities of the religious black population. Illustrating the success of this right-wing strategy, three Boston-based clergy organizations, the Black Ministerial Alliance, the Boston Ten-Point Coalition, and the Cambridge Black Pastors Conference, issued a joint statement against gay marriage. One senior pastor of a Chicago-based Baptist church told his congregation "if the KKK opposes gay marriage, I would ride with them. You start out in 1954 by saying, "Nigger, nigger, nigger." By 1968 you can't say "nigger"-that hurts you. Backfires. So you say stuff like forced busing, states' rights and all that stuff. You're getting so abstract now [that] you're talking about cutting taxes, and all these things you're talking about are totally economic things and a byproduct of them is [that] blacks get hurt worse than whites. And subconsciously maybe that is part of it. I'm not saying that. But I'm saying that if it is getting that abstract, and that coded, that we are doing away with the racial problem one way or the other. You follow me-because obviously sitting around saying, 'We want to cut this,' is much more abstract than even the busing thing, and a hell of a lot more abstract than "Nigger, nigger."
(c) Evolution of the Southern Strategy
As the Civil Rights movement gained momentum, Republicans retreated from the more obvious appeals to racist white Southerners. 86 For instance,
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72, at B16. However, sometime these themes spring back up. Trailing in the polls behind black candidate Harvey Gantt, Senator Jesse Helms "ran a television ad that showed a white hand crumpling a rejection letter from an employer. 'You need that job and you were the best qualified,' the announcer intoned. 'But they had to give it to a minority because of a racial quota. with the growing obviousness of using Federalism as a cover for racism, the strategy expanded to include cultural issues such as abortion, school prayer, and gay marriage. The Republican Party began to emphasize these cultural issues over economic issues like unemployment and health care and play on cultural differences between the conservative and liberal parts of the nation, particularly the more culturally liberal North against the more traditional South and Midwest.
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The evolution of the Southern strategy can be seen in a quote from conservative political pundit Pat Buchanan in which he describes 2004 Democratic presidential candidate John Kerry as "a Massachusetts liberal who voted against the Defense of Marriage Act, backs civil unions for homosexuals, voted to defend the infanticide known as partial-birth abortion and wants to raise the federal income taxes that George Bush lowered." 91 Notably, the three Democratic victories belong to two Southerners, Jimmy Carter and Bill Clinton. 92 Republican dominance is not limited to the White House. The GOP has controlled both the Senate and the House since 1994, the longest period of Republican domination since the 1920s.
93 "Republican dominance has also extended to the judicial branch. 100. Frank writes of a friend's previously liberal father who "was persuaded in the early nineties that the sanctity of the fetus outweighed all of his other concerns, and from there he gradually accepted the whole pantheon of conservative devil-figures: the elite media and the American Civil Liberties Union, contemptuous of our values; the la-di-da feminists; the idea that Christians are vilely persecuted-right here in the U.S. of A." FRANK, supra note 87, at 4.
101. Id.
federal appeals-court appointments and 62 percent of all district court appointments." 94 The Republican Party has gradually become the party of the majority of Southern white voters of all social and economic classes.
95
The evolution of the Southern strategy has allowed the GOP to expand its voting base. Unlike states' rights or more racially-themed efforts, traditional cultural values appeal to Midwesterners as well as Southerners. With its cultural-values appeal, the Republican Party has also successfully infiltrated much of the traditionally Democratic working-class heartland. The Democratic Party is perceived by most as "the party of workers, of the poor, of the weak and the victimized."
98 Yet, some of the poorest parts of the country are voting overwhelmingly Republican. 99 This is the same Republican Party that pushes for cuts in social welfare spending, fights labor unions, and champions the interests of big business. The Republican economic policy platform has not changed throughout the years. The American poor, however, are not voting Republican on the basis of the GOP's economic policies. According to Thomas Frank, they are voting on wedge issues, mostly cultural and religious, like abortion. 100 Liberal writers, such as Frank, believe that working class and poor people are voting against their economic self-interest. The public is radically misinformed about how the estate tax works. When a 2003 survey sponsored by National Public Radio, the Kaiser Foundation, and Harvard's Kennedy School of Government asked whether "most families have to pay the federal estate tax when someone dies or only a few families have to pay it," half the respondents said that most families have to pay, while an additional 18 percent said that they didn't know.
133
Two-thirds of America fails to realize the most important aspect of the estate tax: only the wealthiest of the wealthy are subject to it.
134 When estate tax repeal supporters were asked why they favored the repeal, more than 60 percent endorsed the statement, "[i]t affects too many people," and nearly 70 percent agreed that, "[i]t might affect YOU someday." 135 The results indicate that a great number of Americans support the repeal because they believe that their taxes will be lowered as a result.
Like Frank, Bartels argues for more political education so voters can more easily identify their economic self-interest and vote accordingly.
136 According to survey results, people who are generally well-informed about politics, recognize the growing income gap in America, and believe that economic inequality is problematic were much less likely to favor the 2001 Bush tax cuts.
137 And although Bartels believes political education is worthwhile, he recognizes that the effects are slow and limited.
Some Democratic strategists disagree with the theories offered by Frank and Bartels. They believe the solution to their problem lies in their own adoption of traditional values.
138 They advocate allowing religious groups to do more with respect to social welfare. 139 According to From and Reed, Democrats "must be willing to speak the rich language of faith, which can move mountains . "In an age when average Joes are in the stock market and own homes at unprecedented rates, it is not obvious to me that Republican policies are contrary to their bottom lines." 141 These people have aspirations of being wealthy and hope that their children become wealthy someday.
142 So, the argument goes, it may be logical that they support Republican policy.
Still, one must ask the questions why these people are not voting based on their present economic reality and exactly how they are going to become wealthy with the Republican economic policies in place? Apparently, these people are voting based upon their hopes and dreams. After all, if these voters win the lottery or their children miraculously shoot up the socio-economic ladder, at least they can be secured in knowing that conservative economic policies are already in place.
Conservative writers also directly attack the Democratic Party as elitist. In his article "The Oldest Fraud" Thomas Sowell argues that the Democratic Party is not the party of the poor. According to Sowell, the Democratic Party is controlled and supported by "limousine liberals" (affluent elites and intellectuals).
143 Sowell believes that these "limousine liberals" 144 are out of touch with the pulse of ordinary America. 145 They have the most left-wing ideologies and support the most unrealistic polices.
146 So by default, the party of the working-class must be the country's conservative party.
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Conservatives further contend that issues of values and morals are simply more important to working class and poor voters. According to these conservative pundits, the Republican Party does not push to trump up appeals to traditional values; the movement comes directly from the people. Economic issues have not been marginalized by the Republican Party but instead have been marginalized by the people themselves. Working-class and poor Americans no longer care as much about issues like jobs, health care, and the minimum wage. After all, liberals also vote against their perceived economic self-interest. Protection of the environment often economically hurts working-class people.
153 It is not necessarily in liberals' self-interest to oppose the death penalty or support gay marriage. 154 Here, liberals too, are voting on some notion of their morals or values.
Conservative political pundits then refuse to recognize the political play the Republicans are making with the traditional values platform. But their argument that this is an organic movement lacks any basis. The American people do care about economic issues.
155 However, they are being distracted and divided by the Republican traditional values strategy.
Conservative writers do not address obvious overtones of racism, sexism, classism, and homophobia in the Party's appeal to traditional values. Their positions on self-interest and voting are only designed to quash concerns and further mislead and distract the working class and poor of America.
Like the progressives of the past, in order to bring economic issues back into the political arena, Americans must work from a grass roots level. Working-class and poor citizens cannot rely upon the Democratic Party to bring forth these issues. Today, the Democratic Party is emphasizing moral values and deemphasizing economic issues. It appears that the Democratic Party political strategy is moving toward a tepid embrace of the Republican "traditional" values strategy. Working-class and poor Americans must re-embrace the concept of economic justice. They must turn within their own community and reach out to other communities to organize and mobilize. 
IV. CONCLUSION: LESSONS FROM THE POOR PEOPLE'S CAMPAIGN
Religion today is as divisive as ever. Debates on moral issues are extremely heated. And the Republican Party has effectively used the contemporary turmoil over religion to their advantage. Conservatives have been able to use moral values as wedge issues to splinter the poor and working-class. Groups previously united in economic struggle are now splintering off, with the most religious parts of the country turning to the economically unfriendly Republican Party. Instead of evaluating and voting based upon their economic self-interest, many poor and working class people are now ignoring their economic self-interest and using their spiritual beliefs as a basis for voting. The former Democratic base of poor and working class people has been fractured and is now merely a blip on the American political radar.
While religion has undoubtedly been a divider in the American political arena, it has also served as a numbing and distracting force. Instead of concentrating on economic policy, voters are getting caught up in broad philosophical and spiritual debates. Karl Marx once said "religion is the opiate of the people." Today, Marx's comment is truer than ever. Instead of dealing with economic realities, voters are turning to religion to ease their stress over lost jobs and empty stomachs. Working class and poor people must awake from their spiritual stupor and recognize and feel what effect these conservative policies are having on themselves, their families, and their communities. Only then can economic issues rise back to the forefront of American politics.
In order for economic concerns to be addressed, working-class and poor people have to regain their power as a key constituency. To regain their power and status as an important interest group, the poor and working-class must re-unite as a voting bloc. They must learn to reject emotional appeals to traditional values. They can begin this process by turning to unions and other community organizations for support and political education. They can also look to the theories and actions of Dr. Martin Luther King for guidance.
By 1967, Dr. King had come to believe that the civil rights movement should focus more on the economic plight of blacks. 156 In 1966, he helped
